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Serial No.: 10/678,322 
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Docket No.: 100202730-1 

Title: SYSTEM AND METHOD OF CALIBRATING A READ CIRCUIT IN A MAGNETIC MEMORY 

REMARKS 

The following remarks are made in response to the Office Action mailed September 
22, 2004. Claims 1-4 and 7-21 have been allowed. Claims 5, 6 and 22-24 were rejected and 
claims 25-29 have been objected to. With this Response, claims 5, 22 and 24-26 have been 
amended, and claims 27-29 have been cancelled. Claims 1-26 remain pending in the 
application and are presented for reconsideration and allowance. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 22-26 were objected to based on informalities. Applicants have amended 
claim 22 and claim 25 to correct the typographical errors noted by the Examiner. 
Accordingly, Applicants believe the objections to claims 22-26 have been overcome. 

Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 112 

Claims 5, 6, 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph. 

In reference to claim 5, Applicants submit that the maximum range is not confusing. 
In the embodiment of claim 5, the maximum range extends to everything greater than the 
maximum upper threshold value or less than the maximum lower threshold value. See also, 
for example, the Detailed Description, page 17, lines 20-27. Applicants submit that the 
calibration value can be within the maximum range that extends outside of the maximum 
upper threshold value and maximum lower threshold value. Claim 5 does not state that the 
maximum range is between the maximum upper threshold value and maximum lower 
threshold value. Accordingly, Applicants believe the above rejection of claims 5 and 6 under 
35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, should be withdrawn. 

In reference to claim 23, Applicants have amended claim 22 to delete the reference to 
the limitation "to perform a small error calibration if the calibration value is within a 
minimum range." 

In reference to claim 24, Applicants have amended the claim to depend upon claim 

22. 

Accordingly, Applicants submit that the above rejection of claims 23 and 24 under 35 
U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, should be withdrawn. 
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Double Patenting Rejection 

Claims 27-29 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75 as being duplicate of claims 103. 
Applicants have cancelled claims 27-29. 
Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by United 
States Patent Application No. 2003/0023928 A 1 (Jedwab). 

Jedwab fails to disclose performing a large error calibration if the calibration 
value is within a maximum range. In contrast, as relied upon by the Examiner, Jedwab 
merely recites "the range or ranges are suitably calibrated depending, for example, on 
environmental factors such as temperature, factors affecting a particular cell or cells and their 
position within array, or the nature of the cells themselves and the type of access employed." 
See Office Action, page 4, Examiner's Remarks. In further reference to claim 23, Jedwab 
fails to recite a magnetic memory where the control circuit is configured to perform a 
small error calibration if the calibration value is within a minimum range. Accordingly, 
Applicants request that the above rejection of claims 22 and 23 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Jedwab be withdrawn. 
Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1-4 and 7-21 are allowed. 

The Examiner objected to claims 5, 6 and 24 for being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims and if rewritten to overcome the 35 U.S.C. §112 
rejections. As indicated above, Applicants believe that the above rejection of claims 5, 6 and 
24 under 35 U.S.C. § 112 should be withdrawn. Applicants have rewritten claims 5 and 24 
into independent form. Claim 6 depends directly from claim 5. Accordingly, Applicants 
believe claims 5, 6 and 24 to be allowable. 

Claims 25 and 26 were objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. Applicants have amended claims 25 and 26 into 
independent form. Accordingly, Applicants believe claims 25 and 26 to be allowable over 
the art of record. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the above, Applicant respectfully submits that pending claims 1-26 are in 
form for allowance and are not taught or suggested by the cited references. Therefore, 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections and allowance of claims 1-26 is respectfully 
requested. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the Applicant's representative at the below-listed 
telephone numbers to facilitate prosecution of this application. 

Any inquiry regarding this Amendment and Response should be directed to either 
Howard Boyle at Telephone No. (281) 518-9645, Facsimile No. (281) 514-8332 or Steven E. 
Dicke at Telephone No. (612) 573-2002, Facsimile No. (612) 573-2005. In addition, all 
correspondence should continue to be directed to the following address: 

Hewlett-Packard Company 

Intellectual Property Administration 
P.O. Box 272400 

Fort Collins, Colorado 80527-2400 

Respectfully submitted, 

Kenneth Kay Smith et al. 

By their attorneys, 

DICKE, BILLIG & CZAJA, PLLC 
Fifth Street Towers, Suite 2250 
100 South Fifth Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
Telephone: (612) 573-2002 
Facsimile: (612) 573-2005 

Date: tysfiwitor U ; 'Oust*- C hlfiU, 

SED:jan / Steven E. Dicke 

Reg. No. 38,431 



CERTIFICATE UNDER 37 C.F.R. 1.8 : The undersigned hereby certifies that this paper or papers, as described herein, 
are being deposited in the United States Postal Service, as first class mail, in an envelope address to: Commissioner for 
Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 on this day of December . 2004. 

Bye 

Name: Steven E. Dicke 



n 



